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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 12/1 1/2006 has been entered. 

Response to Supplemental Amendment 

2. The supplemental amendment filed on 1/8/2007 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102/103 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1-4, 6, 14-18, 20, 28 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by 
or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over USPN 4,093,512 to Fleischer. 

Regarding claims 1-4, 6, 14-18, 20, 28 and 48, Fleischer discloses a papermaking fabric 
multilayer filament having a core comprised of a monofilament yarn surrounded by a plurality of 
respective layers (see entire document including column 3, line 27 through column 4, line 50). 
The filament possesses a means for indicating a level of wear of an industrial fabric comprised 
thereof, because upon sufficient fiber wear the underlying layers of different material would be 
visible. 

In the event that it is shown that the applied prior art does not disclose the claimed 
embodiment with sufficient specificity, the invention is obvious because the prior art specifically 
discloses the claimed constituents. 

Regarding claims 2, 4, 16 and 18, considering that the core, cover layer, and resin coating 
layer are made from different materials, such as a Kevlar core, an asbestos or Dacron cover 
layer, and a nylon or acrylic resin layer (column 4, lines 22-50), the core and layers would be 
distinguishable from one another by their differing properties. 

Regarding claims 3 and 17, the filament possesses a means for indicating a level of wear 
of an industrial fabric comprised thereof, because upon sufficient fiber wear the underlying 
layers of different material would be visible. 

Regarding claims 4, 6, 1 8 and 20, considering that Kevlar, asbestos, nylon, Dacron, and 
acrylics are different colors, one of the differing properties between the core and the respective 
layers is color. 
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Regarding claims 6 and 20, the core and respective layers would be visibly 
distinguishable from one another because one of the differing properties between the core and 
the respective layers is color. 

Regarding claims 14 and 28, Fleischer discloses that the multilayer filament may 
comprise some or all of a multifilament yarn (column 3, lines 27-56). 

Regarding claim 15-18, 20 and 28, Fleischer discloses that the multilayer fiber may be 
used to construct an endless industrial fabric (column 3, lines 27-56). 

6. Claims 1-4, 6, 14 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over USPN 6,033,779 to Andrews. 

Regarding claims 1-4, 6, 14 and 48, Andrews discloses a multilayer filament having a 
core comprised of a monofilament yarn surrounded by a plurality of respective layers (see entire 
document including column 2, lines 37-42, column 3, lines 3 1-43, and the Figures). The 
filament possesses a means for indicating a level of wear of an industrial fabric comprised 
thereof, because upon sufficient fiber wear the underlying layers of different material would be 
visible. 

In the event that it is shown that the applied prior art does not disclose the claimed 
embodiment with sufficient specificity, the invention is obvious because the prior art specifically 
discloses the claimed constituents. 

Regarding claims 2 and 4, considering that the core and the respective layers are made 
from different material, such as a fiberglass (or thermoplastic) core and stainless steel wire 
layers, the core and the layers would be distinguishable from one another by their differing 
properties. 
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Regarding claim 3, the filament possesses a means for indicating a level of wear of an 
industrial fabric comprised thereof, because upon sufficient fiber wear the underlying layers of 
different material would be visible. 

Regarding claims 4 and 6, considering that fiberglass has a different color than stainless 
steel, one of the differing properties between the core and the respective layers is color. 

Regarding claim 6, the core and respective layers would be visibly distinguishable from 
one another because one of the differing properties between the core and the respective layers is 
color. 

Regarding claim 14, Andrews discloses that the multilayer filament may comprise some 
or all of a multifilament yarn (see Figures). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
7. Claims 1-4, 6, 14 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
USPN 5,685,014 to Dapsalmon in view of anyone of USPN 3,800,019 to Parsey or USPN 
6,653,943 to Lamb and further in view of anyone of USPN 4,651,514 to Collett, USPN 
5,1 1 3,532 to Sutton, or USPN 6,033,779 to Andrews. 

Regarding claims 1-4, 6, 14 and 48, Dapsalmon discloses a filament having a core (color 
A) surrounded by an outer layer (color B) (see entire document including column 1 , line 63 
through column 2, line 26). Dapsalmon does not specifically mention the use of a plurality of 
respective outer layers, but Parsey and Lamb each disclose that it is known in the wear detecting 
filament art that a core may be surrounded by a plurality of outer layers to indicate the degree of 
wear (see entire documents including column 2, lines 8-29 of Parsey and column 4, lines 20-35 
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of Lamb). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to make the filament of Dapsalmon with a plurality of outer layers, because 
the plurality of outer layers allow for the indication of the degree of wear. 

Dapsalmon does not appear to disclose if the core fiber comprises a monofilament yarn, 
therefore, it would have been obvious to look to the prior art for conventional core materials. 
Collett, Sutton, and Andrews each provide this conventional teaching showing that it is known in 
the cut resistant fiber art to use a core comprising a monofilament (see entire documents 
including column 2, lines 57-62 of Collett, column 3, lines 30-48 of Sutton, and column 3, lines 
27-43 of Andrews). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to make the core comprise a monofilament motivated by the 
expectation of successfully practicing the invention of Dapsalmon and because it has been held 
to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on the basis of its 
suitability and desired characteristics. 

Regarding claims 2-4 and 6, Dapsalmon discloses that the core and the outer 
layer may be distinguishable from one another by different color (column 1 , line 63 through 
column 2, line 26). 

Regarding claim 14, Dapsalmon discloses that the filament may comprise a multifilament 
core-spun yarn (column 3, lines 57-60). 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 1/8/07 and 12/1 1/06 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant's attorney asserts that Andrews does not teach the concept of wear level 
indication because Andrews does not disclose a plurality of respective layers or a means for 
indicating a level of fabric wear. The examiner respectfully disagrees. Andrews discloses a 
multilayer filament having a core comprised of a monofilament yarn surrounded by a plurality of 
respective layers (see entire document including column 2, lines 37-42, column 3, lines 31-43, 
and the Figures). The filament possesses a means for indicating a level of wear of a 
papermaking fabric comprised thereof, because upon sufficient fiber wear the underlying layers 
of different material would be visible. 

Applicant's attorney asserts that the fibers of Dapsalmon are incapable of use in a 
papermaking fabric because a fabric constructed with the yarns of Dapsalmon would not possess 
the necessary flexural rigidity, bending rigidity, hydrophobicity, or environmental safety. The 
examiner respectfully disagrees. The applicant has not shown, or attempted to show, that a 
papermaking fabric constructed with the yarns of Dapsalmon would necessarily not possess the 
necessary flexural rigidity, bending rigidity, hydrophobicity, or environmental safety. Absent a 
showing of evidence to support said allegations, applicant's argument is without merit. 

Applicant's attorney asserts that "papermaking fabric" provides structure to the claimed 
article and appears to assert that the fabric must have a width of from 5 to over 33 feet, a length 
of from 40 to over 400 feet, and a weight from about 100 to over 3,000 pounds. The examiner 
respectfully disagrees. The features upon which applicant relies are not recited in the rejected 
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claims. Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. In addition, the specification does not disclose said 
limitations. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew T. Piziali whose telephone number is (571) 272-1541. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-4:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Terrel Morris can be reached on (571) 272-1478. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Conclusion 
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